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Discussion	The	results	obtained	through	this	experiment	came	as	a	surprise.	Previous	publications	have	shown	that	the	frequency	of	overt	stuttering	can	be	significantly	reduced	through	the	use	of	a	tactile	SSS.	More	specifically,	previous	publications	have	shown	that	novel	tactile	feedback	can	significantly	reduce	the	instances	of	overt	stuttering	when	a	tactile	stimulator	is	held	between	the	index	finger	and	the	thumb	versus	a	control	of	no	tactile	stimulation	(Waddell	et	al.,	2012).	The	findings	from	previous	publications	related	to	novel	tactile	feedback	were	the	foundation	for	developing	this	particular	experiment.	Unlike	the	results	found	in	previous	publications,	the	results	in	this	experiment,	however,	showed	that	there	was	no	difference	between	the	locations	of	the	index	finger	and	thumb	versus	the	control.			The	results	can	only	suggest	that	factors	yet	to	be	discovered	resulted	in	the	lack	of	significance	in	the	data	between	the	control	condition	and	the	speaking	conditions	using	tactile	stimulation.	A	highly	unlikely,	but	possible	factor	that	could	have	caused	the	unfavorable	results	and	the	difference	between	results	found	in	previous	publications	using	tactile	feedback	to	reduce	the	instances	of	stuttering,	was	that	a	different	set	of	equipment	was	used	in	providing	the	tactile	stimulation	from	the	primary	speech	of	those	who	stutter.	This	hypothesis	is	highly	unlikely	because	as	long	as	tactile	feedback	is	the	end	result,	the	path	the	tactile	feedback	takes	to	get	to	the	skin	should	not	matter.	Evidence	in	the	mirror	neuron	theory	suggests	that	the	absence	of	clinical	instruction	may	have	ultimately	caused	the	unfavorable	results	and	the	difference	between	the	results	in	previous	publications	using	tactile	
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feedback	(Snyder	et	al.,	2016).	Clinical	instruction	would	have	allowed	the	subjects	to	have	a	unique	understanding	on	how	to	use	tactile	feedback	though	coaching	on	how	to	tune	in	to	the	tactile	feedback	and	though	more	practice	with	tactile	feedback	in	general.	In	essence,	the	subjects	were	given	a	tool	without	any	knowledge	of	how	to	use	it.			There	were	some	notable	differences	between	some	of	the	speaking	conditions.	The	location	of	the	chest	proved	to	be	a	poor	choice	for	tactile	feedback	for	two	reasons.	All	patients	reported	having	difficulty	feeling	the	tactile	stimulation	in	the	chest,	which	was	most	likely	due	to	the	low	sensitivity	of	the	skin	in	the	chest.	Another	reason	why	the	location	of	the	chest	proved	to	ultimately	be	ineffective	was	that	the	relative	distance	between	the	collar	and	the	tactile	feedback	stimulator	created	interference.	In	contrast	to	the	chest,	the	location	of	the	ventral	side	of	the	foot	proved	to	be	the	most	favorable	location	between	the	subjects.	They	reported	that	the	foot	was	not	only	a	comfortable	location,	but	that	they	could	feel	the	tactile	stimulation	in	the	foot	the	best.	Their	claims	fell	in	line	with	the	data,	where	the	foot	out	preformed	all	other	speaking	conditions,	which	can	be	seen	best	in	Fig.	2.		 	
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Conclusion	The	null	hypothesis	stated	that	there	was	no	difference	in	the	reduction	of	stuttering	between	different	locations	of	the	tactile	stimuli.	The	null	hypothesis	was	ultimately	accepted	based	on	the	results.	Even	though	the	trend	was	small,	there	was	a	reduction	in	the	instances	of	stuttering	clear	enough	to	suggest	that	unknown	factors	may	have	caused	the	results	to	depart	from	previous	publications.	The	experiment	failed	to	replicate	previous	publications	due	to	a	departure	in	previous	procedures	with	the	use	of	a	new	apparatus	and	with	the	absence	of	clinical	instruction.	A	call	for	more	research	is	necessary	to	arrive	at	a	definitive	answer	as	to	why	data	behaved	the	way	that	it	did.			 	
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